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By James L. Brewer 


It is noteworthy that the nation has not been swept by a hys- 
teria of satisfaction since the United States Supreme Court’s decision 
upholding the Smith Sedition Act as constitutional and the conviction un- 
der it of the eleven Communist Party leaders, in effect outlawing the 
party. On the contrary, important sections of public opinion have open- 
ly stated their deep concern, echoing the somber warnings of the two 
dissenting justices, Hugh Black and William O. Douglas of dire impair- 
ment of American civil liberties in the court’s majority ruling. 

The American Civil Liberties Union has declared the deci- 
sion “an unfortunate defeat for democracy whose faith and values are 
now being tested throughout the world,” imposing a deep responsibility 
upon those, who uphold freedom of speech as an absolute fundamental of 
democratic life, to continue zealously to defend the safeguards of the 
first amendment of the federal constitution. The organization had pre- 
viously called for the repeal of the Smith Act as unconstitutional and 
had appealed for presidential amnesty of all convicted under it. 


Rehearing Demanded 


The momentousness of the issue is attested by an immediate 
expression by legal and educational leaders supporting a petition to the 
Court for a rehearing. Such men as Zachariah Chafee, Harvard law 
professor, noted authority on constitutional law; Robert M. Hutchins, 
former head of Chicago University, now of the Ford Foundation; Alex- 
ander Meiklejohn, former president of Wisconsin University, special 
writer on civil liberties; Roger Baldwin, former director of the Ameri- 
can Civil Liberties Union; Stringfellow Barr, nationally known educator 
and Clarence Pickett, former head of Friends Service (Quakers) have 
taken the initiative in such a movement. 

'  JItis strongly urged in justification of the demand for a re- 
consideration by the Supreme Court that, beyond the Court’s prevailing 
division of six to two on the constitutionality of the Smith Act, for con- 
viction, there was an actual division of four to four as to the wisdom of 

‘the Act’s prescription of political prosecution in aprofessed democracy. 
The majority actually agreed with the minority that the decision neces- 
sarily restricted basic freedom of expression. Justices Frankfurter 
and Jackson concurred only in the proposition that Congress had the 
bare power to pass a seditious conspiracy law aimed at the Communist 
Party. Some criticism of this section of the majority attributes to ita 
distressing wabbling which operates but to add a highly persuasive 
force to the courageous affirmations of Justices Black and Douglas. 


(James L. Brewer is a member of the New York Bar, Rochester, and 
of the National Lawyers’ Guild.) 


Liberty Jettisoned epee | 3 


To the liberal mind the basic issue of the case was the va-_ 
- lidity of the Smith Act as affecting every man’s right, not just the Com-— 
munists’, the latter being hurt not so much as the nation in its loss of 
integrity as a free society. Justice Black maintained that the Act vio- 
lated the cardinal principle of the constitution, the First Amendment be- 
ing the very keystone of the nation as founded in the name of liberty. 

Justice Douglas said, “Free speech protection is essential 
to the very existence of a democracy. Full and free discussion has been 
the first article of our faith. We have founded our political system on 
it. It has been the safeguard of every religious, political, philosophical, 
economic and racial group amongst us.” On the basic issue in the case, 
Justice Douglas stamped it a radical break in our constitutional scheme 
to charge defendants, not with conspiracy forcibly to overthrow the gov- 
ernment, but with conspiracy to advocate and teach such overthrow, © 
treating speech as the equivalent of overt act, turning not on what is 
said but on intent read into it. 

In public revulsion against the court’s action the “St. Louis 
Post- Dispatch”, succinctly headed its editorial comment, “Six Men 
Amend the Constitution,” while the “New York Post” spoke of “the tor- 
tured phrases of Chief Justice Vinson and the agonized and uneasy con- 
currences of Justices Jackson and Frankfurter.” It is specifically 
charged that they cut the heart out of Article I of the Bill of Rights in 
relation to basic social change and legalized the suppression of a polit- 
ical party for the first time in American history. 


Who Killed Cock Robin? 


The “New York Guild Lawyer”, a publication of affiliation 
with the National Lawyers’ Guild, forcefully summarized the historical 
significance of the Supreme Court action as “The end of a Liberal Era.” 
It recites that before the 1920’s few free speech cases came into the 
courts because neither state nor federal governments seriously attempt- 
ed to interfere with that right. But the first world war led to a number 
of prosecutions arising out of the exercise of free speech and press. 
Ten to twenty-year sentences were meted out to men who no more than 
spoke or wrote their disapproval of the war. It was then the noted Jus- 
tices Oliver Wendell Holmes and Louis Brandeis of the Supreme Court 
sought to establish more equitable treatment in such cases by declaring 
the “clear-and-present-danger” doctrine as a clarifying limitation to 
prosecutions related to the first amendment of the Bill of Rights which. 
held that Congress shall make no law abridging the freedom of speech 
or of the press. 

“But what was plainly intended to serve only as atemporary 
stop-gap,” says the reviewer, “until the tide of political repression end-— 
ed, was permitted to become a part of the basic law. This permitt 
interpretation, as if to read, ‘the government shall pass no law abridg- 
ing the freedom of speech except when it deems that a clear and pres 
ent danger exists’. This was the twist given the rule in the Vinson 
jority opinion in the case against the Communists.” 
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The “Guild Lawyer’s” analysis details a running battle for 
years in attacks on the First Amendment culminating in the Smith Act 
which makes criminal “the advocacy of force and violence to overthrow 
the government.” . 

The liberals on the Bench, it says, were not wholly unaware 
of the insecurities lurking in the clear-and-present-danger test. In 
landmark opinions like the Bridges and Schneiderman cases Justices 
Murphy and Rutledge sought to restore the First Amendment to its nat- 
ural strength and purpose, holding in effect that government had no pow- 
er to interfere with its citizens where advocacy of ideas alone was in- 
volved. But it was too late. Partisan political aims found the First A- 
mendment an obstacle, and the too long delay during which the clear- 
} and-present-danger test was applied as simply another rule of the crim- 
inal law, furnishing additional protection to a defendant, led to its pres- 
ent distorted and unconstitutional interpretation as a limitation on the 
amendment itself. 

The Smith Act is held constitutional on its face, and as ap- 
plied, whenever the Government shall introduce evidence which satis- 
fies the trial judge that danger exists and satisfies a jury that the de- 
fendant’s ideas and opinions, their written and spoken words, mean “ad- 
vocacy of force and violence to overthrow the government.” 


Gone With The Tide 


It is maintained that thus the clear-and-present-danger test 
has been done away with by Justice Vinson’s opinions and the First A- 
mendment torn away from the Constitution. “The hole in the dyke, says 
the “Guild Lawyer”, “which Holmes and Brandeis thought they were 
filling a quarter-century ago, has now been breached so that the First 
Amendment can no longer be secured by makeshift devices, the Govern- 
ment now being given limitless power to amend it and control at will 
popular opposition to government action.” 

The distillation of concise, clear and cogent polemic going 
right to the heart of the matter gives Justice Black’s dissent a great 
weight in contrast to the labored and apologetic sweep of the majority 
opinions. To him the Smith Act is unconstitutional on its face, the ne- 
gation of the constitution. He speaks plainly and without qualification. 
He makes no bones of rebuking the court for its refusal to consider the 
‘grave issues of fairness raised in jury selection and trial conduct. 

No commentary on this could be more apposite and edifying 
than an essay in the winter 1950-51 issue of the “Lawyers Guild Re- 
view” by Thomas I. Emerson, distinguished professor of law at Yale 
University and president of the National Lawyers Guild, on “Freedom 
of Political Expression Today.” 


Prof. Emerson pointed out that the defeat of many liberal © 


congressmen and the establishment of the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee in 1938 marked a rising tide against the New Deal, the beginning 
of a bitter and emotionally directed campaign against all radicals and 
progressive movements and ideas and the enactment of the Smith Alien 
and Sedition Act. : 

Prof. Emerson treated the indictment of these leaders 
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charged with conspiracy to teach and advocate overthrow of the govern- , 
ment by force and violence as marking a turning point in the history of 
civil liberties in America. Never before had an attempt been made tov. 
outlaw an entire political party. A primary offensiveness of the Smith 
Law was that in seeking to punish certain kinds of speech it requires: 
the machinery of a political police, antithetic to the democratic society. : 

a 
The Dagger Pushed Deeper > 


‘Prof. Emerson found in intermediate Appeals Court Judge’. 
Learned Hand’s modification of the clear-and-present-danger test into. 
a clear-and-probable-danger, a great weakening of the former rule, 
which had been employed as a check upon invasion of political expres- 
sion, It ignored what Justice Brandeis stressed emphatically that no 
restriction on political freedom is defensible where there is time for. 
the democratic process to operate for coping with a challenge by way of 
the discussion and solution technique. 

The Vinson opinion placed primary reliance onJ udge Hand’s_ 
conclusions. Judge Hand had placed emphasis on the factor of Comm 
munist Party teaching under present. disturbed conditions asa danger’ 

“of enough probability to justify.its suppression.” 

In Prof. Emerson’s view Judge Hand failed to consider such . 
important factors as the insignificant size of the offending party, the . 
ineffectiveness of the prosecutions to remove the apprehended danger, . 
the fact that there is no basis of social conditions for revolutionary tur- 
moil, the experience of other countries, and the creation of an atmos- 
phere of wholesale repression in which the democratic way oflife could , 
hardly survive. “Danger of new world war does not change this con- 
clusion. That is a time for fullest freedom of political expression in” 
anticipation of unknown dangers of war,” he emphasized. 

One wonders if historical appraisal of this world- -shaking#! 
era will not find the able Learned Hand, in rounding out a distinguished , 
judicial service at 79 years of age, grievously wanting before the chal- , 
lenge of the momentous free speech case of 1951. 


Professor Emerson’s Prophetic Warning b 


action,” says Prof. Emerson, “can scarcely justify the drastic curtail 
ment of political freedom involved in its suppression....Finally and per- ; 
haps most important we must not lose sight of the fact that force 
suppression of the Communist Party, or of any political action,is mere- 
ly an attack upon the surface of the problem. The causes which give 
rise to political protest, and to the fears that ensue from protest, go 
deep into the economic and social structure of society. If a nation is to | 
maintain that basic area of agreement in which the democratic process | 
can function it must give attention to the real problems that tend to di- 
vide it. The emphasis on suppression of political action serves m 
to divert time and energy to a false issue. It cannot bring us nearer 
a basic solution.” is 
And Prof, Emerson then prophetically warned against » 
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Supreme Court plunging ahead in ill-considered action: | 

- “The crisis in political freedom today arises out of basic 
tensions in our society. Institutions of the past must be adapted to the 
new conditions of the present and the future. Powerful groups are re- 
sisting these changes at every point. The procedures of the democratic 
process, full and free discussion, toleration of ideas, willingness to ex- 
periment, provide the only approach consistent with the experience of 
our past and the promise of our future. Unfortunately we seem to be 
abandoning the democratic method, and embarking upon a different and 
dangerous course, 

“The whole atmosphere of the nation today is hostile to real 
reedom in political expression. 

“Our reaction as a nation to the need for change has been 
ar too much in the direction of repressing the advocates of change. 
Four characteristic measures that have conspicuously departed from 

e American tradition of political freedom are the McCarren Act, un- 

er which it seems a full-fledged police state could be erected; the Fed- 
eral Loyalty program, the Taft-Hartley Labor bill. and use of the ad- 
ministrative process of secret evidence and shori cuts to guilt. 

“Taken in the context of the general hysteria it is plain the 
very foundations of political freedom are gravely menaced. At no time 
n our history has it been more important to encourage the fullest de- 
ree of political freedom to find answers to our problems. There is no 
easy road through oppression. 

“We must not infringe on the basic process of reaching 
emocratic decisions. It would be most unfortunate if the courts should 
continue to whittle down the clear-and-present-danger doctrine. 

“The basic test should be that no infringement upon political 
expression can be tolerated unless it is clearly demonstrated to be es- 
sential to the maintenance of the democratic process. 

“The democratic tradition can survive only if we move for- 

rd on the material level to establish for the mass a better way of 

e. Economic and social reforms are a task of mobilization. Labor, 
arm,consumer groups must realize that only destruction and death can 
ow from an abandonment of these doctrines. 

“There is a duty to speak out boldly in defense of political 
reedom. No abridgment of our basic liberties can go unchallenged. 
Fearless action, at this time, even by a relative few, will keep alive |the 
radition. We must follow the faith of those who first won our freedom, 

ho believed liberty is the secret of happiness and courage is the se- 
cret of liberty.” 

In concert with Justice Black’s almost despairing view of 
“evil pressures, passions and fears,” the court’s critics do not hesitate 
to attribute conspiratorial, political character to the whole proceedings, _ 
as designed in large part to offset the influence of the Republican Party © 
efforts to discredit the Democratic Administration as communistic, 

rough the persistent, smearing campaigning of McCarthyism. 

No United States Supreme Court bench within memory has 
received such unsparing criticism. 

Fred Rodell, noted Yale University law professor, in “Look” 
magazine (July 1951) makes a ronan attack on the professional qual- 
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ifications of what he terms the “Truman-Vinson Seivemee Court, * He 5 
declares that the tribunal, as thus politically characterized, “has sunk 
to its lowest point in a hundred years.” 
Chief Justice Vinson’s prevailing opinion on the Smith Age 
concurred in without qualification by Truman designees, has been pro 
nounced by the critics as a political, not a judicial, finding, Vinson’s 
reasoning being the very reasoning the Founding Fathers rejected at the ~ 
Constitutional Convention when they put tight restrictions on prosecu- 
tion for treason. 
Julian P. Boyd, Librarian of Princeton University and edi- 
tor of Jefferson’s papers, in comment on the conclusions of the Vinson 
majority, reminds of Jefferson’s apostrophe to the Bill of Rights in his 
first inaugural address: “These principles form the bright constella 
tion which has gone before us and guided our steps through an age of 
Revolution and Reformation.” That the First Amendment freedoms were 
of transcendent value, especially in emergencies, the framers made 
clear. It is time enough for the rightful purposes of civil governmen' 
to interfere when principles break out into overt acts against peace and 
good order. 
It is this transcendent value of the Amendment that vitiates 
Justice Jackson’s position that it has lost potency in today’s circum- ~ 
stances, In fact no stronger reasons could be given against the wisdom ~ 
of convicting the Smith Act defendants from a democratic standpoint ~ 
than were contained in the discussions of Justices Jackson and Frank- 
furter, the reluctantly concurring jurists. : 
Commented the sage columnist of the “New York Compass,” _ 
Jennings Perry: “It does not help much that the majority of the Court 
patently was ashamed of what it did—of what, perhaps it felt it had to 
do.... The court knows that when you are ashamed of what you are doing, 
yet fixed in your purpose, you snarl at the rules which reproach you— __ 
as Mr. Justice Jackson at ‘the cliches’. Chief Justice Vinson packaged 
his disparagement differently: The government must not be encased ‘in © 
a semantic straight-jacket’. But he too knew that all he was saying was: 
that the first amendment must not be permitted to mean what it says.... 
Which of us has not less assurance of liberty than when ‘CONGRESS 
SHALL MAKE NO LAW ABRIDGING FREEDOM OF SPEECH’ is he 
by the highest court to be only a play on words.” } 
In looking at the reaction of Christian leadership to the i 
case on the scoreof its broad moral compass one may deplore the ea 
acceptance of its disposition by the editorial spokesman of the National ' se 
Council of Churches in contrast with the penetrating rejection to be 
found in the Bulletin of the Methodist Federation for Social Action. 
That Editor F. Ernest Johnson in “Christianity and Crisis” 
should accord the Vinson opinion the “marks of a genuine liberalism 
with respect to “further elucidation” of the Holmes-Brandeis clear- 
and-present-danger protective free-speech rule baffles understanding. 
Especially so when the editor recognizes the satisfaction of juridi 
students in the steady ascendency of the two great liberal justi 
Holmes and Brandeis, in the establishment of their liberal rationale 
the high court. 
It has been shown that a weight of legal cchalaaaa hol old 
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this so-called elucidation of the clear-and-present-danger test to be 
nothing else than a distortion of it, substituting “probable danger” for 
“present danger”. This, complacently accepted in the Vinson opinion, 


in effect constitutes no less than abandonment of the Holmes-Brandeis _ 


test and strips the First Amendment of its vitality in relation to free 
opinion. It takes added force from the Jackson and Frankfurter devia- 
tions and becomes plain in the resounding dissents of Justices Douglas 
and Black who seem to be the natural heirs to the Holmes-Brandeis 
tradition. This tradition would sternly disapprove of this vitiating for- 
mula borrowed from Judge Hand to blast the sacred right of free speech, 

a contrivance which in Vinson’s shameless phrase is “as succinct and 
inclusive as any other we might devise.” 

Following such leadership we need not be surprised to note 
the brazen gloating of the reactionary “N.Y. World-Telegram”: “We 
now have a streamlined instrument for thought-control trials in the new 
indictment.” 

After a close analysis of the Vinson court opinion the Meth- 
odist Social Action Bulletin says: “In the guise of preventing force and 
violence the Smith decision throws a barrier across the only road to 
peaceful social change. Unless the people see through the deception and 
pull the barrier down in time that road will be permanently closed to 
them.” 

Many commentators find in the amazing but impotent obiter 
dicta dissentings of Justices Jackson and Frankfurter a rear guard sup- 
port of Black and Douglas and to be taken as a definitive call for repeal 
of the Smith Act, not to say also the McCarren Act. 

Justice Jackson would appear to blast bogey-man notions 
underlying these prosecutions. Communism will not go to jail with the 
Smith Act convictions, he says. No court can forestall such a movement 
by outlawry. Revolutions come when governments fail the masses. And 
remarkably the Justice recounts the very conditions charged to the 
Truman administration as “allies on which Communists count”, name- 
ly, “corruption, ineptitude, inflation, oppressive taxation, militariza- 
tion, injustice and loss of capable leadership.” 

In the Douds case in his court Justice Jackson observed: 
“We cannot ignore the fact that our own government originated in revo- 
lution, and is legitimate only if overthrow by force may sometimes be 
justified. That circumstances sometimes justify it is not communist 
doctrine but old-fashioned American belief.” 

The Justice says further: “The notion that governments are 
overthrown by conspiracies is mistaken. The communists, indeed, re- 
cognize that an established government in control of modern technology 
cannot be overthrown by force until it is about ready to fall of its own 
weight.” 

The implications here are that the stability of a government 
does not rest on the prosecution of supposed subversives, but on its 
own internal health. 

Justice Frankfurter joined Justice Jackson and questioned 
the wisdom of the Smith legislation on the assumption that the Commu- 
nists are useful in the role of focusing attention on abuses, even to the 


extreme of talking overthrow. “It is self-delusion to think that we can | 
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punish them for their sic he says, “without adding to the oa Ss 
run by loyal citizens who honestly believe in some of the reforms de- 
fendants advance. It is a sobering fact that in sustaining the convictions 
we can hardly escape restriction in the interchange of ideas.” 

Justice Frankfurter goes so far as to quote from Georg ze 
Kennan, a former theoretician of the State Department, who minimizes 
the danger from Communists and Communism and warns against a 
more real danger, namely a danger within ourselves that we may bes 
come no longer like the persons who founded the republic. Frankfurter 
then warns in melancholy tone against relying on the courts “for the 
deepest needs of civilization” seeing that the judges are too apt to be 
“moved by deep undercurrents of public feeling.” “That is,” comments 
I. F. Stone in his Column in the “N.Y. Compass”, “judges cannot be 
counted on to stand firm for principles when the going gets tough. 
Frankfurter and Jackson went with the tide but tried to salve their con- 
sciences by affirming in words the beliefs they were betraying in prac- 
tice.” These further words of Stone place the whole event in its world 
perspective: 

“Viewed from Western Europe the United States is in a lh 
dicrous position, 

“The strongest one of the democratic-capitalist states. 

“The one with the smallest Communist Party. 

“It is the first to abandon basic libertarian concepts.” 
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NOTES ON THE NATIONAL COUNCIL 
OF CHURCHES OF CHRIST IN THE U.S.A. 


At the constituting convention of the National Council the . 
decorations and pageantry were impressive. Trumpet-heralded pro- 
cessions with multicolored vestments, choirs and crucifer. U.S. and te 
Christian flags were carried. Dean Acheson, U.S. Secretary of Stat 
made a major policy address inveighing against China, calling her re=_ 
sistance to invasion a “shocking aggression.” (See “Acheson Briefs the 
Preachers” The Protestant, Jan-Feb-Mar 1951). 

The Federal Council (now in National Council) report # or 
“The Christian Conscience and Weapons of Mass Destruction” was cited 
with high commendation, in an “Open Letter” to President Truman tr 
the Roman Catholic (Jesuit) weekly, “America”. 

First editorial in “Outlook” (National Council official organ) 4, 
said “it (the National Council) will help....to get a better view of the), 
American Church in its wholeness.” Of course there is no “American | 
Church” but the making of an American Church may be the unacknowl- 
edged (perhaps even unconscious) desire of those who have called them- 
selves the “Naticnal” Council of Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. 

Another paragraph in the “Outlook” editorial would seem t& 
reveal the existence of this drive towards One Church, Although in the 
constitutive. declaration churches are said to be autonomous yet t 
phrase “the whole Church” is used in connection with Foreign Miss is 
“The whole Church may now give proper emphasis to its world mission }, 
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without competing and entangling administrative procedure and the 
world mission may really become an integral part of the thought, plan- 
ning and action of the whole Church.” 
The cruel plight of the Korean people is not mentioned in 
e constitutive document of the National Council. The war in Korea, 
nowever, is named, because it threatens world war. 
The Foreign Division of the National Council starts off with 
‘A Summons to Immediate Action” whereby “in every part of the world 
ecumenical consultations are studying and initiating projects in evan- 
welism in fields pressed upon by Communism, Fascism and the propo- 
ents of ‘religious syncretism’”. 
The general attitude among the spokesmen of the National 
(Council towards the catastrophic foreign policy of the U.S. seems to be 
pne of passive acquiescence, 
Rockefeller is underwriting a three-year study of Christian 
ethics and economic life sponsored by the National Council’s Depart- 
nent of the Church and Economic Life. Results to be published by Har- 
yper and Bros. in six volumes. 


Jand Economic Life who are also serving the government are: 

Roy Blough—On President’s Council of Economic Advisers. 
George M. Harrison—Assistant to Director of Economic 
Stabilization. 

W. Howard Chase—Assistant to Director, Office of Defense 
obilization. 

Joseph M, Fletcher—Agricultural Consultant to Director of 
Price Stabilization. 

Arthur S. Flemming who heads the National Council’s new- 
y formed Division of Christian Life and Work, is assistant in charge 
of manpower in the civilian mobilization office. 

Charles E. Wilson (General Electric), head of civilian de- 
ense, is now treasurer of the National Council. 

C. Arild Olsen, top administrator of U.S. Military Govern- 
nent and Department of State in Germany, is to be new associate ex- 
acutive secretary of the Division of Christian Life and Work. In the 
Outlook’s” words, “To the Division of Christian Life and Work the Na- 
ional Council assigned primary responsibility for bearing witness to 
e things of God in relation to the world crisis.” 


The World Council of Churches is to the National Council 


cy predominates in both. 

Aug. 6, 1951, the World Council in a seven-point peace pro- 
yram erects the moral staging for an anti-Soviet war. The Soviet is 
ot mentioned by name as the enemy, but the categories to which the 
World Council stands opposed, for instance, “extension of oppression, 
arried on behind a facade of propaganda for peace,” are set up by 
which the war-conditioned West will know whom they mean. They sup- 
port the UN as “now” presenting the best means to keep the peace, leav- 
ng themselves open to change if the UN should ever by any chance re- 
ject U.S. domination. The Luce-Dulles signature is plain. 

11 


Members of the National Council’s Department of the Church. 


Somewhat as the UN is to the U.S. U.S. money. supports both. U.S. pol- 
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_ NATIONAL APOSTASY RECONSIDERED 


By The Rev. Stanley G. Evans 


Matthew 10:34, “I came not to send peace but a sword.” 


On July 14th, in the year 1833, John Keble preached his fz 
mous Assize Sermon in St. Mary’s Church, Oxford, on the theme of 
“National Apostasy Considered” in which he argued that this coun ; 
was on the way to apostasising from the Christian Faith. The sermon 
was the spark which lit the flame which came to be called the Oxford © 
Movement. : 

There is one striking passage in this sermon which is all 
too apposite to our own situation. 

Keble had been discussing the Old Testament and the career 
of Saul. 

“It may be worth noting,” he said, (of) “that ill-fated chief, ~ 
whom God gave to the Jews, as the prophet tells us, in his anger, (that) 
his first step in apostasy was an intrusion on the sacrificial office, as — 
the last and greatest of his crimes was persecuting David, whom he well 
knew to bear God’s special commission. God forbid that any Christian — 
land should ever, by her prevailing temper and policy, revive the mem- 
ory and likeness of Saul, or incur a sentence of reprobation like his. — 
But if such a thing should be, the crimes of that nation will probably be- 
gin in infringement on Apostolical Rights; she will end in persecuting 
the true Church; and in the several stages of her melancholy career, © 
she will continually be led on from bad to worse by vain endeavours at 
accommodation and compromise with evil. Sometimes toleration may 
be the word, as with Saul when he spared the Amalekites; sometimes 
State security, as when he sought the life of David; sometimes sympa- 
thy with popular feeling, as appears to have been the case, when violat- 
ing solemn treaties, he attempted to exterminate the remnant of the — 
Gibionites, in his zeal for the children of Israel and Judah.” 


Keble was wiser than he knew, for it is a complex of two 
factors he named, “sympathy with popular feeling,” although in this case 
the feeling is that of a particular political group and a narrow coterie 
in no sense representative of the nation, and the cry of “State security, 
however ill-conceived that cry may be, that have led to the tabling in 
the House of Commons of a resolution asking for the withdrawal of the 
Letters Patent appointing a dignitary of the Church of England, asking 
in other words for his dismissal. 


So far no Keble has arisen to summon to resistance to this 
proposal of apostasy; pulpit and press, indeed, have been equally silent, 
and there can be no doubt whatsoever that all too many, faced with this 


(A Sermon preached at Evensong in Canterbury Cathedral on Sunda y, 
August 5th, by the Reverend Stanley G. Evans, M.A., Licensed Prea 
in the Diocese of London.) 
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pare’ sassy aout he prepared in silence to abdicate the ip a 
ciples they would otherwise assert, in the interests of political preju- 
dice or personal hostility. 


Yet it remains true that the very fact of this proposal rais- 
es an issue which the Church of England cannot evade indefinitely and 
hope to survive. The system by means of which the senior appointments 
of the Church are not made by the Church itself is difficult enough to 
defend; to go on from this to propose that any of those so appointed 
should be removed from office if they counter in any way the ideological 
vagaries of those who have appointed them is to proclaim to the whole 
world that nowhere is the Church more subservient to the State than in 
England: that we are not Christian but simply—Erastian. 


The original proposal accuses an individual of “preaching 
subversive and heretical doctrines.” That this accusation is manifest 
nonsense is of small account beside the insolent claim, riever asserted 
in any country, to use an assembly quite properly elected on non-Chris- 
tian grounds and quite properly composed of people of any or no reli- 
gious opinions—were it otherwise it would not be representative of the 
people—to assess the orthodoxy or otherwise of a Christian minister, 
a disciplinary function which, if exercised by anybody other than the 
properly constituted courts of the Church ceases to be disciplinary and 
becomes a meaningless exercise of petty and vindictive assertiveness. 


It may well be because this simple and elementary fact can 
be seen by anybody who stops to think that others have intervened in 
this matter and proposed an amendment which asks for removal on the ¢ 
grounds “that his published opinions have proved an offence and astum- 
bling block in the path of those faithful to the Christian religion.” That 
for the purposes of this resolution “those faithful to the Christian re- 
ligion” are limited to those who would give political support to its mov- “ 
ers isnotimportant. What is important is the unhappy choice of language. zr 


An offence and stumbling block! What does St. Paul say in @ 

his Epistle to the Romans, quoting Isaiah? + 

“Behold, I lay in Zion a stone of stumbling and a rock of = 

offence. And he that believeth on Him shall not be put to shame.” by 

é Elsewhere he tells the Corinthians that Christ crucified " 

was to the Jews, devout and religious and faithful as they were, “a 
stumbling block.” 


These words are important because it isthe bounden duty 
of every Christian minister, as his master before him, to be a stum- 
bling block and a rock of offence. He is not ordained to quieten con- 
sciences that should be quickened, it is not his function to comfort, in 
the modern sense of the word, those who should be agonised until they 
are driven into morally correct action nor is he supposed, despite the 
poem, to 

“use all men’s eyes to see with 
“And never preach what anyone could ever 
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‘be the cry of the preacher. Light and truth! Not the undisturbed, un- — 
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That may be a path to preferment, but it is not Christian. *y came not, a 
said Jesus, “to send peace but a sword”—the sword of division, the — 
sword that sets son against father, daughter against mother, that divides — 
families and divides peoples. | 
“O let the Light, the Truth, the Light of my heart not mine © 
own darkness,” cried St. Augustine, “speak unto me.” That must ever 


chalienged comfortable slumber which speaks only the death of the spirit. 


It may well be, that what St. Cyprian called “the vigour of 
the priesthood,” is sadly lacking in our generation, but that would seem 
to be no valid reason for invoking the law against it were it ever to ap- — 
pear. Indeed the time would appear to be ripe, whatever divisions it 
might cause, for a renewed struggle of the church militant against the © 
church quiescent—or perhaps we should say the church acquiescent. 

But there is more at stake here than the relations between 
church and state: there is also involved the far more fundamental ques- — 
tion of the right and the duty of Christian leaders to work for the most ~ 
fundamental objectives of their faith, which on any interpretation in- — 
clude the brotherhood of all human beings, international understanding ~ 
and world peace. : 


It is not my intention at this time and place to argue the 
correctness or otherwise of the particular interpretations of an indi- 
vidual, nor would this be relewant.to the problem we have to face, be- © 
cause more important than any such interpretation is the direction in — 
which it moves. 

*I came,” said Jesus, “that they might be one!” “God,” said — 
St. Paul on Mars Hill, “has made of one blood all nations of men to dwell 
on the face of the earth!” The concern of Christianity with human unity — 
and concord is inescapable. No doubt in the search for this unity and © 
concord it is possible to make many mistakes, but how insignificant are — 
such mistakes against the sheer treachery to the faith of Christ of re- 
fusing even to try to tread that road at all! 


This is a situation which we cannot exaggerate. If an or- — 
dained and commissioned preacher in this country today ignores the © 
problems of human unity, nobody appears to mind; if he uses the pulpit 
to spread international dissension and discord there will be no public — 
criticism; only if he attempts in any way to bridge that very gulf the 
existence of which brings ever nearer a third world war will he be sub- © 
ject to constant attack and his removal from his office be demanded, _ 

It is a situation which should stir every Christian who is 
Christian in any proper sense into the maximum of activity. 


It is, of course, no new thing that Christian leaders should 
be attacked for preaching what they believe to be right. The story of © 
the early centuries of the Churches’ history is, indeed, the story of 
little else, and it is such attacks which led St. Athanasius, even in the 
years after the major persecution had come to an end, to protest with 
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bother | pane at Salat t they called mineting Roman eis with the 


constitution of the Church” and to burst out on another occasion: “Let 


_ them, I say, tell us from whom they learnt to persecute? They cannot 


say, from the saints. No, but from the devil (that is the only answer 
which is left them)—but from him who says, ‘I will pursue, I will over- 
take. 9” 

It is again not to be forgotten that it was in this very build- 
ing that a great English Archbishop, Thomas a Beckett, was murdered. 
precisely because heawould not accept the invasion by the State of what 
he regarded as the proper jurisdiction of the Church and if, in the mod- 
ern world, we should take a different view of what constitutes that juris- 
diction there can be no doubt whatsoever that there is no defensible ju- 
risdiction of the State over the utterance of the clergy while that utter- 
ance does not conflict with the law of the realm. 

But a modern example can be quoted more telling and more 
frightening in its implications than any that can be quoted from the an- 
cient or mediaeval worlds—it is the imprisonment by Hitler of German 
pastors because they held services to pray for peace—and that is the 
dreadful road we open up once we condone the victimisation of any per- 
son who has made a stand which he believes to be on the side of peace. 


The pursuit of peace is recognised by the present leaders 
of the Church of England as a paramount Christian duty. 

“We urge all Christian people,” says the Report of the last 
Lambeth Conference held in 1948, “to combat the present disastrous 
trend towards another world war. The growing fatalism on this subject 
is in itself a danger. The causes that lead to war are men-made and 
can be removed by man. An overwhelming number of people in the world 
ardently wish for peace, and although there are serious existing ten- 
sions, these can and should be resolved otherwise than by war. Nations 
have in fact lived a long time in uneasy relations with their neighbours 
without going to war. It can be done again. Patience and good will can 
be brought to bear. Force is never a final solution, since all conflicts 
are ultimately in the realm of ideas and one cannot kill ideas with 
bombs. In the long run moral and spiritual forces are the strongest and 
we must give them a chance to prevail.” 

The Bishops who wrote this went on to remind us of the 
words of an early Christian document, the Epistle of Diognetus: 

“What the soul is to the body, that Christians are in the 


‘world. The soul holds the body together, and Christians hold the world 


together. God has assigned them that position from which itis unlaw- 
ful for them ever to depart.” 

I go back to the point from which I began, to John Keble, 
and the idea of National Apostasy, for should it ever happen that a cleric 
were removed from any office in the Church of England because he 
stood for the holding of the world together in brotherhood, we should in- 
deed have proclaimed our nation apostate from the Christian faith. And 
should it ever happen without a mighty protest from the Church itself 


then we should have gone further and proclaimed the ancient Church of 5 


England itself apostate from the Christian faith which gave it birth. 
But these are things which must not, and will not, be. 
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COME OUT FROM AMONG THEM 
By Kenneth Leslie 


‘ 


In a Commencement Address at the Theological oe : 
of Budapest (June, 1951) Bishop Albert Bereczky took the theme of ™ 
Church and the Churches. 

He referred tothe grand fellowship of-all churches of Christ, — 
the Una Sancta Ecclesia to which the life and work of the Hungarian Re- ’ 
formed Church belongs. He told of the visit of Dr, Robert Mackie, Asso- — 
ciate to the General Secretary of the World Council of Churches and of 
how impressed he had been with the high degree of ecumenical respon- - 
sibility in the Hungarian Church. He had not, he said, experienced the 
like elsewhere. 

Bishop Bereczky said that this responsibility, which should 
be still deeper than it is, should issue from our constant confession: I 
believe in the Holy Catholic Church, Credo Unam Sanctam Catholicam 
Ecclesiam. 

In view of the ecumenical emphasis of our day it seems im- i 
portant that we should here express our confidence that Bishop Ber- — 
eczky’s belief is a belief in the existence of a church, not a beliefin - 
the church as.a source in itself of creativity; belief in such a source 
he would surely reserve for the unique source of all creativity, God. | 
An ancient Irish form of the Apostles’ Creed had an esse between © 
“sanctam” and “ecclesiam”. In other early forms also there has been 
noted a change of construction between the “Holy Spirit” clauses and — 
the “Church” clauses (See Journal of Theological Studies, July, 1938). 

Certainly Bishop Bereczky’s. emphasis is not on a church ~ 
that has arrived, that is complete and ready to sit downin. Whathe © 
yearns for and prays for is that the church may “recognize the will of 
her Lord and that she may obediently serve Him everywhere in the © 
world.” 4 

But the Hungarian Reformed Church has been marching a- 
head on a road which “differs considerably from the generally accepted 
opinion of the Western Protestant churches.” The Hungarian church © 
has learned “the lesson of corporate living.” Dr. Mackie wondered why — 
Bishop Bereczky had personified the church and the people “when-the | 4 
persona is always the individual man.” And Bereczky admitted that + 
“the man who learns the lesson of collective repentance and identified — 
himself—body and soul—with his community, may easily forget that 
this community is made up of individuals. Yet this temptation should — 
not scare us away from seeing what God has made very clear to us.” 

This lesson of corporate living which the Hungarians are 
learning today “other churches will learn tomorrow.” 

Then Bishop Bereczky goes further: from the individual to! 4 
the church to the world. This “Jesus Christ Whom we are trying to ex- } 
propriate for the needs of individual life” says to us: Though it is a — 
grand thing that you are saved by me and that I carry you and answer 
your individual petitions which you bring to me every day, nevertheless — 

I wish you would open your ears at last and understand the message 
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that Iam the Saviour of the world. In other words “Christ is not only 
the Head of the Church but also Head of the world.” 

But, continues our episcopal guide, if Christ is Head of both 
Church and world we must establish a proper relation between the two 
and make specific andconcrete decisions in both realms..,“the only way 
to find a basis for our specific decisions is to acquire a deeper and 
wider understanding of Christ’s sovereignty.” It is in seeking “God’s 
specific commands with regard to our specific situation” that “differ- 
ences of opinion, within our own church, and, to an even greater extent, 
between our church and the churches of the West, arise.” 


After patiently laying this groundwork, Bishop Bereczky 
makes his forthright and courageous prophecy, speaking out what he 
and other leaders of Hungarian Protestantism conceive to be the will of 
God. First with respect to the issue of socialism: “To escape this is 
one of the greatest temptations nowadays, for there is a way of fleeing 
into the quiet world of individual piety, as long as Sunday lasts, yet this 
way is barred as soon as the weekdays begin....God...is judging and li- 
quidating a political, economic and social system, the whole system of 
corporate living that prevailed up to now, and, to replace this a new 
system of revolutionary power is emerging. Looking at its essence, we 
have said yes to this socialism. Oh, if we had only said this yes before 
and if we could all say it! For inasmuch as we say this yes honestly, 
God may give us opportunities to heal, to help and to render the service 
of the Good Samaritan.” 

The other issue is: Peace or War. “Our church, in its en- 
tirety and also in its official bodies, was bold enough to make this de- 
cision years ago, perhaps as the first among the churches of Protest- 
antism, when we said yes to the cause of a political peace movement, 
siding with it and supporting it.” When Professor Hromadka of Prague 
was questioned by Western Christians as to how it was that he accepted 
active service in this peace movement though he had spent years lec- 
turing in the United States, “he threw back the question at them: why 
did not they start a mass movement of similar dimensions and appeal 
in defense of peace? The question contains, in itself, the answer.” 

Then, speaking of the maintenance of relations with the 
Western Church, Bishop Bereczky said, “It is on one condition that we 
can preserve and maintain our brotherly connections. We wrote...to 
the World Council of Churches that...these can only be maintained under 
the sovereignty of Jesus Christ. That is to say, the proper order is not 
to preserve first our ecumenical relations and then, in addition to this, 
to serve our Sovereign Jesus Christ, but the other way around, Jesus 
Christ rules directly over all churches, the Hungarian, the Scottish, the 
Dutch, and the Swiss churches. It is on His sovereign rule that these 
4 churches stand or fall.” We shall come back to this later. 


Karl Barth once wrote in strangely similar vein on this 
same theme of Bishop Bereczky’s, The Church and the Churches. In 
| this very magazine in 1938 we quoted Barth as follows: 
“IJ am convinced that true unity was more of a present and 
visible reality in the Marburg discussions of 1529—which it is fashion- 
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able to decry—or in the pplentite of later Gutheran: and Reformed or. 
thodoxy—for which no one has a good word—than in certain doings o* 
our own day, in which there was so much confession of charity that nc 
one had courage enough left to enquire with serious honesty about the 
truth, or to allow thesis and antithesis, well thought out, to meet eacl* 
other face to face.” 

At that time the church was faced with the rise of Nazism), 
Barth said no to Nazism, a decisive, even a fierce no. Today Bereczky 
(and I believe Barth approves Bereczky’s attitude) says yes to Social. 
ism. To say yes may present far greater problems than to say no. Ne 
is simple, final. Yes is complicated and is never final. To say yes car- 
ries with it the temptation to become a yes-man, to forego criticism, 
to become a pet of the regime. Indeed this yes is a difficult road bese# 
with traps. Yet Bereczky has been granted the grace to enter it. 

Somewhere on this road Marx and Christ, walking together), 
working together for peace and mutuality, building together dignity ane 
health and beauty, may become friends. Let us notin advance of this 
possible friendship call it syncretism. It may turn out to be no more 
syncretism than Pauline Christianity. Perhaps even less, for Saul’s 
tortured soul transformed the simple teacher, Jesus, into an object ov 
theology, Christ. It was all very well for Saul. Saul the legalist needed 
to become Paul the poet-philosopher, even although some of his legal- 
ism stuck to him afterwards. Moreover Paul warmed his theology with 
his poetry. But the innumerable schools of Paul’s followers down thé 
ages who refrigerated Paul’s insights into articles of faith and buil? 
churches on their doctrinal ice-cubes, have contrived to cover up the 
very One Paul tried to show forth. They have made a man into a con- 
cept. They have pushed Jesus up into a Christ. And when they made 
Him a servant of power that was as bad as if they had pushed him dowr 
into a Devil. In fact so lost has Jesus become that it may even become 
necessary that he departfrom us for a time, that we may find him afresh. 


A young Hungarian preacher in Budapest wanted suggestions 
as to the specific approach he should make when confronted with a group 


‘of young worker and peasant students in the new Hungary. It was sug- 


gested to him that it might be wise for the apostle of a repentant churcl’ 
to approach these young builders of socialism in a listening mood, te 
try and learn the secret of what causes these boys and girls to lead such 
a completely dedicated life. I fear this approach seemed a bit on the 
negative side to my friend who after all had studied several years at @ 
famous American school of theology and perhaps felt he should have 
something better to give than just a listening ear. 

But the church has been so long listening to the cult of the 
“charitable” robber baron, the Bible-reading slave-trader, the mission- 
ary accompanied opium-trader, the ecumenical oil cartelist, that the 
church’s ear needs a period of adaptation during which the accents of! 
changed and changing people can be heard, After all, even during the 
entire period of exploitation, from slavery to capitalist-imperialism 
and fascism, there were other voices to which the church could have 
listened, there were the cries of the chattel slaves and the feudal peas- 
ants and the wage slaves, there was the prophetic song of freedom 
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/in the blood of Hine” brave viciinas of oppression who dared to 
revolt. These voices were seldom or never heard by the church. And 
the names of those, like Thomas Miinzer, who heard them, were black- 
ened by the church’s historians. By and large and with certain glorious 
exceptions the church as the visible body of Christ betrayed Christ and 
sold Him for the thirty pieces of imperial silver. 


Reformations in the church? More often than not they mere- 
ly re-formed the evil, adapting it to a new form of exploitation. Over 
yand over again the people have cried andGod has cried in them: enough! 
our cup of death is overflowing! We have accepted deprivation and war 
from Caesar on the authority of a misinterpreted saying of our Teach- 
er. We shall now take a hand at this Caesar-business for ourselves. 
We shall make a revolution. 
So they made what they hoped would be a revolution. They 
made democracies. They turned Caesar-rule into majority-rule. But, 
with rotten boroughs, with Tammany Halls and Pendergast politics, with 
bought newspapers, with wars and rumors of war, the majority-rule 
was diverted into plutocracy or money-rule. And this was done not in 
spite of the Protestant Reformation, but with the help of the Protestant 
Reformation which substituted the capitalist concept of trusteeship or 
vocation for the feudal concept of noblesse oblige. These concepts put 
a “good conscience” on exploitation, a mask of kindness on cruelty. 
Here and there of course genuine kindness pushed through the mask, but 
even this was always snatched up and quickly absorbed by the mask to 
give itself greater verisimilitude. 
No, the revolution is still to make. Perhaps Karl Barth has 
helped to prepare us for this revolution by his unusually obstinate at- 
tempt to think more clearly about God and His relationship to us. Bish- 
op Bereczky, Bishop Peter, Bishop Veto and the other Hungarians may 
be granted sufficient grace and insight (and they will need a plenitude 
of both) to carry through a Christian Revolution after the fact of the 
Marxist (so-called secular) revolution. 
But it is in the West that the challenge rings out loudly to 
the church to make its revolution before the fact of any “secular” rev- 
olution. The facts stand clear, The so recent Hitlerite experience 
teaches us exactly where the church can fail, has failed, this challenge. 
Written on the sky in napalm smoke is the story of Korea, the latest 
Slaughter of the innocents, a story our money-rulers want to repeat on 
an even bigger scale in China. 
| There is no use pretending we don’t know what is going on. 
In the very fact of praying for restraint in the exercise of American 
imperial power its existence is recognized and approved. A new Roman 
Empire is rising over the world. It proclaims its manifest destiny. It 
answers no arguments. It argues with nobody. It grabs bases all over 
the world, blandly ignoring anyone who raises objection. It makes its 
own deals with fascist dictators, It uses its preponderant industrial po- 
tential to build a destructive force that is to devastate whole peoples 
and continents. Everything human and divine it subverts to its aims. 
Yet the church raises no prophetic protest. With a few in- 
vidual exceptions the church has approved either expressly or im- 
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Friends’ Meeting which, while not literally a church, can certainly be 
classed as a religious group. Their “Steps to Peace” is a gentle but 
firm deprecation of the military approach on the part of the U.S. te e 
world Communism, counsels admission to the UN of the Chinese Peo=— 
ple’s Government, opposes the re-arming of Japan, and so forth. The 
Friends’ chief effort is to try to coax Americans out of their hysteria of 
arms building. It is a brave effort and puts to shame both the main 
body of American Protestantism and the World Council of Churches. ~ 

We do not speak of those churchmen (and there are many) 
who stumble over themselves in their eagerness to place their “Christ” 
in the service of the new empire. We speak of the great body of the 
church which lies proneand silent under the spitting fireof hate andwar, 


Hardened correspondents shrink from reporting what they _ 
have seen in Korea. As George Barrett (N.Y. Times) says, “For the 
average Korean there is a fact that stands out: When he returned to his 
home after the first Communist retreat it was still standing, but when 
he returns again now, after the destructive withdrawal and the equally 
destructive advance of the United Nations, his home and all the other 
homes are just tiny crushed mounds that bear a tragic resemblance to 
the shallow mounds of Korean cemeteries.” 

Another N.Y. Times correspondent, Greg McGregor tells | 
the disposal of North and South Korean anti-Communist and non-Com- | 
munist refugees in aUN camp near Seoul: “Army tents designed to pro-— 
vide shelter for four soldiers house as many as forty men, women an¢ 
children. With the coming of each dawn, some are beyond the misery 
visited upon them by this conflict, which many Koreans still do not u 
derstand. Seven or eight of these people die each night because they | 
are forced to live worse than any animal kept by an American farmer, — 
because they have inadequate medical care and because, in many cases, 
their will to live has been broken by the treatment they have received 
from the people they regarded as their last hope for salvation.” 

We have not space to quote from the report of the Commis: 
sion of the Women’s International Democratic Federation headed bj 
Nora K. Rodd of Canada. That Commission spent 11 days in Korea, of: 
ten forced to hide from UN bombers themselves, took depositions fro 
Korean victims of UN atrocity, examined instruments used to tortu 
Korean men, women and children, took photographs of mass graves and | 
of the horrible results of non-military and indiscriminate bombing. 

Moreover the infernal nature of the UN operation in Korea 
as reflected in this report makes it almost unpublishable. It is such 
obscenity that the average churchman, who has absorbed Western prop- 


against the Jews and Poles? It is not the soldiers of any nation whe 
commit atrocities, however; it is war that is the atrocity. } 
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‘ With modern weapons developing each day new power to de- 
stroy, with napalm bombs turning human beings into flaming torches, 
with the strategic “necessity” of carpet bombing cities and of devas- 
tating country-sides, with the new concepts of war against peoples 
rather than against armies, with the added refinements of atomic war- 
fare in immediate prospect, the whole idea of war being conducted ina. 
manner consonant with human dignity becomes a Satanic joke, And the 
International Affairs Commission of the World Council of Churches can 
contemplate world war with a certain complacency. They limit the use 
of atomic weapons to defensive purposes. But who among these states- 
men of the church isn’t perfectly aware that even the most obvious 
aggression is invariably interpreted by the aggressor as “defense”? 
What better example could there be of aggression than the attack on 
Korea? And did not this very World Council last year at Toronto put 
its “Christian” cloak around this aggression and call it “defense” ? 


We believe that the National Council of Churches (U.S.A.) 
has altogether too much influence in the determination of policy in the 
World Council. We call the attention of those in the World Council, who 
favor peace and the banning of atomic warfare, to certain large facts 
with which they may be somewhat familiar but whose consequences with 
respect to organized world Christianity they may not have fully faced. 

Protestants may no longer remain silent while the con- 
science of the West is being adulterated and poisoned until it accepts 
without revulsion the destruction and devastation of Korea by the very 
agency, the United Nations Organization, whose duty it was to protect 
that small country from the ravages of war. 

Before the United Nations attacked Korea tens of thousands 
of South Korean laborers and poor agricultural workers had been killed, 
imprisoned and tortured by the foreign-directed regime at whose be- 
hest the United Nations took action. 

Even the UN’s own Commission on Korea admitted that the 
South Korean police force was carried over from the Japanese regime 
and frankly described the living death of the peasants and the mass tor- 
tures and massacres of. the people by the government of Syngman Rhee 
under U.S. sponsorship. Certain American officials who couldn’t stom- 
ach it were sent home or went home under their own steam, Burton E. 
Martin, an educational adviser who objected to the torture of school 


. children was transferred to Japan. E.C.A. labor adviser Stanley Earl 


was denied his request to be sent back to Washington to explain what 
was going on: “I did not think the American labor movement should lend. 
itself to anything so corrupt.” 

Hugh Deane, who was in Korea in 1947, writes in the “N.Y. 
Compass” that he filled his notebooks with “descriptions of a society 
in agony.” He tells of tortured boys and girls he talked with, of a labor 
leader who had undergone two months of such tortures as “water treat- 
ment, immersion in human excrement, beatings till he could not see or 
hear.” In June, 1949, Rhee arrested 22 employees of the National As- 
sembly and when they were released 16 out of the 22 had broken skulls 
or punctured ear-drums. 

The Los Angeles “Korean Independence” (June 21, 1950) 
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printed a statement by Young Lee, Chairman of the Working People’s 
Party. Lee describes in some detail Syngman Rhee’s reign of terror. | | 
He tells of women’s breasts being sliced off, victims tortured by U.S.- | 
made electric tools and thus driven insane, disembowelling, putting out © 
eyes, cutting off noses and ears, beating to death and hanging victims’ 
*heads above the streets. 
Two Roman Catholic priests on Cheju Island told Hugh Deane, ~ 

“Hardly a family on this island but has had at least one of his family 
beaten by the police.” 10,000 houses on this island were destroyed a- 
long with 2,750 inhabitants, according to the testimony of E.A.J. Johnson, — 
- director of E.C.A.’s Korean division. 


Since the open intervention of UN troops, ships of war and | 
bombing aircraft, another 2 million Korean persons or more have been 
_ killed and, according to the United Press, nearly ten million men, women, 
and children have been driven from their homes to wander with their 7 
pitiful belongings, cold, wet, helpless and hopeless upon the blood- | 
stained roads of their native land. The UNCommand’s shameless boast- 9 
ing of the devastation of Korea above the 38th parallel exposes the utter © 
hypocrisy of UN debates on the propriety of crossing that boundary. At 
the whim of its ring master the UN has jumped through his hoop back- 7 
wards and forwards treating Korea at first as two nations, then as one — 
nation, again as two nations, and now, if it can be managed, preparing 
once more for the “one nation” jump. 
With complete cynicism our newspapers shrug off all criti- — 
cism of this policy as being “tiresome” and “repetitious”. “We have ~ 
heard it all before.” Like the UNitself they serve the powers that pros- 
titute the UN to the purpose of world division which negates its reason 
for existence. They no longer make any attempt at a rational approach 
but simply take for granted as an article of faith that the UNis now the ~ 
so-called “Free” nations whose purpose is to destroy all rebellion a- — 
gainst the status quo and in which the socialist half is simply a cancer- 
ous growth. 


One of the chief architects of this transformation of a uni- 
versal peace organ into a partisan war organ is John Foster Dulles who | 
has just finished writing the unilaterally imposed Japanese treaty which 
he calls a pact of reconciliation and which is indeed a pact of reconcili- 
ation with the dynamics of fascism with which hehas beenlong enamored, 

This Dulles was one of the artificers of the Korean horror, 
having been on the spot in Korea and Tokyo during the period when the 
war was unleashed and when the Muccio telegram was misused to blind - 

_ the UN as to what was really going on at the 38th parallel. 
E The National Council of Churches has never repudiated ~ 
Dulles to this day. During the whole period when the churches were ~ 
making up their minds about American foreign policy Dulles was their — 
revered councillor and guide. ; 

Now the World Council comes along and says “We do not 
believe that peace will come merely by new pacts of disarmament. 

_ There must first be sufficient mutual trust and good faith between na- 
tions to ensure that agreements will be honored. Peace and disarma 
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ment, There must first be sufficient mutual trust and good faith between 
nations to ensure that agreements will be honored. Peace and disarma- 
ment will follow from mutual trust. They will not automatically create 
it.” Here in this paragraph (point 3 of the 7 point “peace program”) 
truism is employed to hide truth. The words “faith” and “trust” are 
used to evade the responsibility of putting faith and trust to the test of 
action here and now. See page 11, final paragraph. 

; The characteristic Protestant timidity in the face of the In- 
carnation is here exhibited in all its nakedness; for these clerics, con- 
fronting an act of peace shrink behind a shallow rehasi of the old faith- 
and-works dialectic. 

Certainly “peace and disarmament will follow mutual trust,” 
and certainly “they (peace and disarmament) will not necessarily create 
it (mutual trust).” But mutuality must begin somewhere. And one might 
expect that trust which offers disarmament as token of its genuineness 
would be taken at face value. It is those who refuse this token who be- 
tray this trust. It is the World Council which, infected by the virus of 
hate and in apprehension of the well-understood wishes of its patrons, 
strikes down the extended hand of friendship. It is not for us to judge. 
We say merely that the will of God is peace and friendship. Even Christ 
plaited a whip of small cords in anger against those who in God’s name 
hardened the hearts of men. 

We are not concerned as much for ecumenical officialdom 
as for the rank and file it is misleading. There is a powerful tradition 
in the West-which confers authority on the possessors of wealth and on 
those who have so pleased the possessors of wealth that.they have been 
pushed into positions of importance, ecclesiastical, educational or other- 
wise. Just as our Western democratic governments have deterioraicd 
into becoming executive committees for wealth, so these latter have be- 
come its public relations committees. Latterly, we may notice that the 
men of wealth have moved in on these committees in person, (Dulles, 


Taft, Pew, Wilson-etc.) to make sure that their wishes will be carried 


out to the letter. 


The World Council, as a world projection of the National 


Council (U.S.A.), has the job of making U.S. leadership palatable to a 
restive world. For instance, the treaty with Japan, drafted by Dulles, 
would arm Japan and make.it a U.S, base, There is no trace of peace 
‘in this treaty. It is a war treaty, framed by a fascist-minded agent of 
world-embracing cartels, and so the World Council has the joo of mak- 
ing it palatable to the victims of this war. It obediently goes on record 
as saying: “The Commission of the Churches on International Affairs 
warmly appreciates the quality of reconciliation embodied in the draft 


Japanese Peace Treaty, and expresses the hope that this quality may be 


preserved in any subsequent modification.” 

; Bishop Bereczky has told the World Council (and none too 
soon) that the proper order of values is Christ firstand unity afterwards: 
“The proper order is not to preserve our ecumenical relations and then, 
in addition to this, to serve our Sovereign Jesus Christ, but the other 
way around.” But the World Council has not heeded this admonition. It 
is our sad conviction that the present leadership of the World Council is 
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moving further every day from the spirit of this admonition. In fact, a 
very critical stage has arrived in the life of the World Council, a crisi | 
indeed which reflects a theological blindness among a preponderance o: | 
Western church thinkers. a 

The theological blindness of these thinkers is induced bya | 
terror of opening their eyes and looking around them. These thinker 
will simply not face the plain facts of life and death that cry out to them _ 
in agony from a people, who are being tortured and murdered before ' | 
their eyes, whose homes and hospitals, schools and churches, shops an 4 
factories are being obliterated before their eyes. They won’t face the ™ 
reality of a world which claims at last the birthright of its children. An 5 
their blindness in the face of God’s real world causes their blindness in 
the face of God. They have lost sight of Him. 

Like Taoist prayer wheels these theologians say over and 
over and over that Christ is the center of their life while in their actual - | 
living they reject His way and His cross. With “orthodoxy,” with | 


orthodoxy,” with “heterodoxy,” they push Him out onto the periphery o: 
life or, worse, with malice aforethought, deliberately and satanically 
they not only push Christ out of the center but push back into the cente 
an anti-Christ under Christ’s name! “,...ye build the tombs of the proph- — 
ets, and garnish the sepulchres of the ‘righteous and say, If we had been | 
in the days of our fathers, we would not have been partakers with them 
in the blood of the prophets.” dl 

What is the crisis of theology? Is it not the crisis of any 
good teaching which becomes first divided from good practice and then — 
inevitably joined to evil practice? First sentimentalism, then full- -orbedll 
rationalization of evil! 


a ee Ss ee. | 


Dr. T. C. Chao of Yenching University, China, has resigned 
as one of the six presidents of the World Council of Churches. We do B: 
not know what he said in his letter of resignation. Accepting it, ce | 
World Council’s Central Committee made it clear, according to Ecu- 
menical Press Service, that “while admitting that it had become eapealll 
sible in practice for ecumenical movements to maintain contact with th 
Chinese churches, the Council would continue to hold the Christian 
churches of China in ecumenical fellowship through love and prayer.” 

Since a high official of the World Council, Van Dusen, placed 
the Western boundary of the U.S. in the interior of continental Chi 
and since the U.S. fleet has committed armed aggression in Chinese 
waters with the tacit approval of the World Council, and since the Worl 
Council approves the Japanese “Peace” treaty aimed at the devastatio; 
of China, what must the Chinese churches think of these professions 0 
“ecumenical fellowship through love” ? 


The General Secretary of the World Council, discussing the 
recent meetings of the Central Committee at Rolle, Switzerland, makes: 
use of some strange language in one paragraph which we quote: 

“Some of the subjects which came before us were extremely 
difficult as well as interesting. For example, the plight of the Churches 
behind the Iron Curtain. We had before us the resignation of T. C. C 
as one of the Presidents of the Council, We had the spoken observa 


of the Bishop of the Hungarian Reformed Church—who was with us in 
person and had to express the views of his brethren (or those of them 
who are content to try to go along with their communist government at 
least in some particulars of church administration if not of belief.) We 
had expected—or some had (I never did)—the presence of Hromadka 
‘from Prague. But he did not show up at all. Perhaps his government 
} would not permit it. Perhaps he was hindered by his realization of the 
Jimmense difficulties he would be facing.” (Letter to Colleagues from 
1H. S. Leiper, Aug. 16, 1951). 

; Who was this Hungarian bishop who “had to” express some- 
}thing or other? Why the note of triumph—‘(I never did)” —regarding 
}the non-appearance of Hromadka. What is this “plight” of the churches 
behind the Iron Curtain? 

It would seem perhaps that the General Secretary is here 
} moving out of his depth. He is more at home when joking about the staff 
ji car donated by Rockefeller, as if that car represented the extent of the 
oil cartelist’s interest in this organization whose anti-Soviet and anti- 
‘democratic war propaganda goes onto the study tables of innocent and 
ys unsuspecting ministers all over the world. 


; What is the upshot of all this? How is true ecumenicity to 
‘be achieved? Can it be “managed” or “arranged” or “rationalized” like 

jan assembly line or a trade network? Or is it sometimes found exist- 
ing in one individual, one man contra mundum? We believe with Ber- 
eczky that wholeness, integrity, sanctity, are not necessarily found in 

| large inclusive groups of individuals ox*churches. It is sometimes more 

jtruly ecumenical to exclude than to include. The South African church 
which refuses to receive colored visitors should be excluded rather 
than permitted to remain inside a body that is dedicated to fellowship. 
But the World Council announces that it has no right to tell any member 
church what it shall or shall not do, thus frankly admitting its lack of 
character. For this involves no mere difference in liturgical practice. 
This is a clear denial of Christ! 

To one whose imagination has grasped in even the smallest 
degree the issues confronting the world today there is asingular lack of 
seriousness in the language and substance of the utterances of World 
Council leaders. Even Dr. W. A. Visser’t Hooft, from whom better 
things were expected, is as little in touch with realities as the others. 
He talks of the real issue being “what happens to Man”. But he does not 
even reach for, let alone touch the men and women and children of Ko- 
rea whom our gunners strafe from God’s sky. He talks grandiloquently 
of synods and patriarchates but sheers off from the disintegration that 
runs like a plague through the Western church, the unbending greed of 
those who pay its bills. 


Ma eR ay PEE NANO Ny Ay Sp aN be tee 


The Bishop of Chichester, chairman of the Central Com- 


mittee, in his latest report, has cruel disillusioning words for those 
who hope for peace in Korea: 

“The present international situation has lasted too long and 
it is too complex in origin to admit of a quick termination or of asimple 
solution. Nor are they true friends of peace who, while crying out for 
peace, create strife wee so intensify division.” 
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- The whole artillery of the World Council is htt aga nst | 
the peace movements of. the hundreds of millions of ordinary people | 
everywhere, encircling the entire world ane threatening =e profits of | 
the merchants of death. 

In espousing the cause of the peace crusaders, ee churches of 
the peoples’ republics, of the New China, of Russia, have placed them- 
selves within range of World Council artillery. Has not the time come 
for a new, an honest ecumenical movement? We believe it has come, 
Some such thought may have been in the mind of Dr. Hromadka. Per= 
haps he is ready to exclude the World Council from his ecumenicity. 

This crisis inChristendom calls fora clear “come out from 
among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the un- 
clean thing.” At whatever cost, at whatever pain, those churches which 
have seen the light should follow it. Otherwise the cause of Christ will 
be left without witness. 


THE SUPREME COURT RESIGNS 


A petition is being circulated callingfor a peace pact by the 
Five Powers whose agreement can make peace and whose continued dis- 
agreement must lead to war. The five are Britain, China, France, Rus-- 
sia, and the United States of America. 

Nobody can quarrel with such a petition. 

Yet we are told we should not sign it. 2 

Why? Because, they say, it is sponsored by Russia. Enter-— 
taining the horrible thought for the moment that it is sponsored by Rus- 
sia, why should not a project of peace between two enemies be sponsor- 
ed by one of the enemies? ss 

Those who want us not to sign this petition argue that they 
want peace but that this is a very dishonest peace movement, atrap, 
the hypnosis with which the rattlesnake lulls his victim, clicking peace, 
peace, while readying to strike. That’s what they say. 

But (this is rather important) they don’t say anything else. 
They don’t start a genuine peace movement of their own. 

Those who hold opposite views either talk to each other or 
terrorize each other. In this case one side wants to talk. Twice now 
world opinion has spoken through these unofficial plebiscites calling for 
the end of terrorizing and the beginning of conversation. 3 

But the British and American governments have ignored this 


world quarrel. Do the British and American governments consider them- 
selves irrevocably committed to the policy of beating the Russians to 
the point of unconditional surrender and exterminating Communism © 
from the earth? It would seem so from the tone of their official utter- 
ances, To put it shortly these governments appear tobe hell-bent for war, 

But if the British and American peoples should ever come 
to prefer peace to war then they will have to turn this policy out andre- 
place it with a policy of negotiation looking towards peace. And if these 
governments anticipating such a contingency should go back on th 
democratic constitutions and outlawthe very SSpPaReiee of this will-to- 
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chinese from war to peace then a situation will have come about in 
which revolution is inevitable. 

In England there are numerous forums including Parlia- 
ment and Labor Party Conferences where peace versus war may be 
argued. In America it is coming to be regarded as treason to speak of 
such things. The unconstitutional prosecution of Communist Party lead- 
ers is attributable to, and is a tribute to, that party’s energetic leader- 
ship in the cause of world peace. These men and women are being jail- 
ed against the emergence of peace and to ensure the continued ripening 
of war. Their danger is not to the country but to the war policy which 
will bring disaster to the country and devastation to the rest of the 
world. They are not enemies, but friends. 

Once the opinion rain-makers have achieved in the Ameri- 
can climate an identification of patriotism with war, and once the basic 
law of the land has been twisted and enlisted against free speech, you 
have entered a revolutionary situation. In fact a subversive (fascist) 
revolution has already been achieved by the Supreme Court itself in 
putting the seal of its approval on the unconstitutional Smith Act, and in 
effect handing in its resignation to the American people. Therefore it 
becomes the duty of good citizens to re-establish the basic law and put 
its Court back in business. 

It is not often we venture a prophecy. Once before we said 
the Supreme Court would have to reverse itself when it denied the right 
of Jehovah’s Witnesses to refuse to salute the flag. Today we confi- 
dently predict that the present denial of the right of free speech will be 
reversed. 


* * * KK K K K 


The sermon in this issue by the Rev. Stanley Evans has, of 
course, to do with the move afoot by certain members of parliament to 
have Dr. Hewlett Johnson, Dean of Canterbury Cathedral, removed from 
his position on charges of heresy. To such an un-British pass has the 
war hysteria brought England that one Tory Lord is reported to have 
demanded that our “beloved Dean” be hanged! It seems completely ab- 
normal as Father Evans points out that members of parliament who 


may be papists or pagans should usurp ecclesiastical functions of the 


‘Anglican Church. 

The logical end to which such an anomaly must lead is the 
disestablishment of the Established Church of England. 

History has proved, if it has proved anything, that state 
churches and church states cannot adapt themselves to progress. The 
state, with its laws and law-enforcing apparatus, should be the stabil- 


izing element in society, the church, with its prophetic vision and voice, | 


the propulsive element. But the vision dims and the voice falters when 
the church loses its autonomy. The Dean is very literally the man sent 
of God to test this autonomy and to restore it. If England is to be pre- 
served, body and soul, it will be in large measure through the clear 
testimony, the uncompromising devotion to truth, of this great man. 
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HERE—AND THERE Editorial Notes 


TWe wish to pay a humbleand sincere tribute to the m 
of the Rev. Antonio Mangano who died May 10, 1951. Dr. Mangano, bo 
in Italy, had been educated in the United States, in Italy and in E } 
having lectured at Oxford. For 25 years he was head of the Italian f 
partment of Colgate Theological Seminary. a. 

The ministers of The Protestant who fought many — 
for democracy during the decade 1938-1948 will not forget this bra 
kindly scholar who so often put aside his books and led our delegati | 
and picket lines whether in the heat of summer or cold of winter. | 

We all loved him. We shall always remember him. 


%Gov. Tom Dewey of New York has been visiting Asia find- 
ing facts. In Singapore he spoke at a luncheon of the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association. Referring to the recent race rioting in the 
Chicago suburb of Cicero which had been given a big play in Asiannews- 
papers, he said he had been “shocked to find that an incident of racial ) 
prejudice involying a few hundred people out of a nation of 150,000,000 
people is front page news inSingapore and elsewhere, and is conside 
worthy of a four column photograph on the front page.” Calling the Ci- 
cero riot a “rare incident of ruffianism” Mr. Dewey went on to say that 
“in the United States every race, every color and every religion have . 
mingled inthe creation of a peaceful, happy life basedon freedom, equal- 
ity and justice for ali.” 

If Gov. Dewey were not in the throes of imperium tremens” 
he would realize that his hearers were perfectly aware that the Cicero 
affair was no rare incident, the unusual fact about it having been that an 
American Negro had the presumption to take up his residence in * 

“white” community in the United States, 

The Associated Press report which tells this story ends by 
saying that during the day, Mr. Dewey conferred with tin and eT 
experts and Chinese Nationalist supporters. 


{Remember a few months ago Yugoslav General Popovich 
visited Washington? It was said he came to arrange arms shipments 
from U.S. But these had been arranged in 1950 according to our press, . 
While Popovich was in Washington the U.S. High Commissioners of Ge 
many and Austria were brought home to talk to him, and at the s 
time other experts were conferring at Felden on the Austro-Yugoslav 
border where “Yugoslavia was given the right to carry out operations 
also outside her frontiers.” (N.Y. Times) Isn’t it fairly obvious that 
Tito is solidly in the anti-Soviet war camp? We were scolded for say- 
ing this a year ago, but we were slow in saying it, for it must have beer 
implicit in the role Tito cast for himself much more than a year ago... 
For a long time we hoped Tito might return to the paths of peace but a 
the Roman Catholic commentator on the N.Y. Times says, he has nc 
at last reached “the point of no return”. 
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" “mn an. interview with a “Tanjug” correspondent, Henry Fair- 
hild, Professor Emeritus of Sociology at New York University,declared 
mself as “heartily” approving United States aid to Yugoslavia, “There 
e€ many individuals,” he said, “who believe that the acceptance by Yu- 
foslavia of financial and other assistance from the United States and 
ther Western sources indicated that Yugoslavia is compromising her 
socialist ideas...” Professor Fairchild, having visited Yugoslavia him- 
self, is convinced that this is not true. He says nothing however of Yu- 
oslavia’s foreign policy, of Tito’s repeated verbal attacks on Russia, 
ior of U.S.-Yugoslav military preparations. It should be crystal clear 
y now that the present government of Yugoslavia has betrayed the peo- 
le of Yugoslavia into an aggressive anti-Soviet alliance. It is difficult 
0 believe that the Yugoslav people can be brought to embrace sincerely 
uch a disastrous policy. 


.The World Alliance News Letter published by the Church 
Peace Union and the American Council of the World Alliance for Inter- 
tional Friendship Through Religion in a leading editorial, entitled 
“Patience”, published a year after the beginning of the Korean war says, 
“We must have the patienceto carry throughthis military action against 
aggression without using methods which might bring on precisely what 
we are trying to avoid, that is, a general war.” Have the editors of this 
“Letter” been absent from the earth during the past year? “Without us- 
ing methods...” when on the very first day of the war the United States, 
asking no leave of God or man, committed open aggression on both 
China and Korea, and when the Korean people have been burned alive in 
a holocaust unknown to history. Methods! Patience indeed... 


fAugust 13 Pvt. Robert M. Wingo, one of the new inductees 
at Fort Leonard Wood, Mo., on being told by the Major, “I am here to 
make killers of you;I want tomake you the worst killers possible,” ask- 
ed to be transferred to the Medical Corps. He was sentenced to a year 
at hard labor. 


TWe hope Israel will be granted the $150 million assistance 
asked for from the United States. Israel is a vital new democracy which 
is fast becoming in its own way one of the great nations of the world. 
One argument used in support of Israel’s request, however, 
is unfortunate and unnecessary. This argument is that Israel’s people 
in the words of Louis Lipsky are “trained and battle tried ....Its rapidly 
expanding military, industrial and agricultural army is one of the strong- 
est forces for freedom in the Old World....Israel qualifies as an outpost 
of Western civilization.” It is still to be hoped that Israel will become 
identified neither with the East nor the West but will remain her own 
unique self, contributing from her special genius to the cultural riches 
of the entire world. 

An attempt is being made in the U.S.A. to spread the lie that 
Russia persecutes her Jewish population. This lie is part of the propa- 
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been indirectly dealt with ina pamphlet called “One Way Only” put ou 


ganda of the cold war. It is eee of 1 very w “News 
Aug., 1951), published at 479 Queen West, Toronto 2B, Canada, 
we quote: “Do you remember when anti- Soviet. slanderers spread ¢ t 
yarn ‘the Soviet Union is run by Jews?’ Now the opposite story is bei 
fed to Jewish people here. Both are plain lies. 
“‘National Jewish Monthly’ (New York, June 1951): In # 
Soviet Union ‘Jews are being menaced physically,’ there is ‘a cra 
down on Jews as Jews,’ and ‘Stalin is not doing anything to prevent vil 
lence against them.’ 
“Feb. 1951: In Jewish Region of Birobidjan, Lev Efremo ‘ 
Benkovich (Jewish) is elected to the Supreme Parliament of the Russi 
Federated Republics. 
“And in Russian city of Molotov, Abram Bykohvsky (J ewisl 
elected to Supreme Parliament. 
“Stalin Prize (Stalin’s highest award) goes to Max Plyanoy 
sky and Leo Kassil (Jewish) for novel. Stalin Prize also to Alex Shte 
(Jewish) for new play. 
“One of the finest Soviet films ever made, ‘Moussorgsk 
(just released) was written by Anna Abramova (Jewish) ‘and head colo1 
cameraman was Moses Magid (Jewish). 
“One of the greatest Soviet novels, ‘Far From Moscow,’ iw 
filmed over there. Director is Alex Stolper (Jewish) and leading rol 
played by Leo Sverdlin (Jewish).” 


{I. F. Stone of the “N.Y. Daily Compass” succinctly and cor=) 
rectly sums up the meaning of the proposed Japanese Peace Treaty thus 
“John Foster Dulles, who favored the Berlin-Tokyo axis before Work 
War Il, has been fashioning a Washington-Tokyo axis for World War If 
That is the reality masked behind his ‘peace of reconciliation’ .” 


WSome of the suggestions in our letter to Aneurin Bevan 


by Bevan and about 24 of his Labor Party supporters. It urges Brita: 
to use her bargaining power “to restrain the Americans” and halt 
drift to war. 
“In 1953,” it says, “the Americans will possess...a fom 

greater than that which was ever possessed by any other country 
peacetime. It is not unknown for a giant to wish to use his strength ov 
though he is not attacked. 
“The time for the Allies of the United States to exerci 

their restraining influence on American policy in the cause of peace 
now, before it is too late,” 
Among the policies this group will advocate are: “a supreme 

effort” to reach a settlement with Russia in the next two years (the time 
we have before the American giant will have built up his big muscles); 
a bigger “point-four” plan to aid underdeveloped arcana 

‘a negotiated settlement with Red China; 
abandonment of plans to rearm mph or to bring Fra 

Spain into the Atlantic Pact; 
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st gidantoe’ of Wesker aid to Yugoslavia if Riacked by Russia; 

laying down by Britain of the circumstance under which A- 
erican bombers would be allowed to leave British bases on military 
d warlike missions; “it should be established beyond doubt that the 
ritish veto is absolute.” 

Several phrases suggest that compromises within the group 
ve emasculated this statement to a point where it loses much of its 
ue. For it fails to “come clean” from the false hypothesis which has 
ught the world to the mess it tries to point the way out of. The whole 
yth of Red-Aggression is implicit in the statement. A “supreme” ef- 
rt, it says, should be made to settle things with Russia, as if any ef- 
rt whatever had been made hitherto, whereas all the effort has been 
the opposite direction. As The Protestant has long contended Soviet 
ssia has since the rise of fascism been a stabilizing power in the 
orld. It is the capitalist empires which are the disturbing factors. 

World War II was no sooner over than the U.S. began gath- 
ing war bases and forming a capitalist-fascist blocin preparation for 
ar Ill, all the while nursing the A-bomb monopoly. From the end of 
ar II to this day there have been no efforts on the part of this bloc to 
ake any settlement with Russia. A year ago Russia tried to bring 
orth Korea with South Korea and China (a vitally interested party) to 
e UN to help settle the Korean question. The U.S. closed the UN door 
this just request. And Britain tagged along. 

The idea, as expressed inthe pamphlet, of guaranteeing pro- 
ction to Yugoslavia from Russia again implies the danger of Russian 
gression. Why not protect Yugoslavia from American aggression? 

The notion of laying down the conditions under which Amer- ‘ 
an bomber bases in Britain will be used appears completely unreal- 
stic. One does not invite one’s powerful-shootin’ neighbor into one’s 
use to protect one from the redskins and then lay down rules forhim. 
will be Ike who lays down the rules. To try to stop him at the last 
oment when he has the bit in his mouth would involve war between 
ritain and the U.S. Before zero-hour is the time to ask him to leave. 

A true Third Force, or balancing power, has no more rea- 
on to give bases to the Americans than to the Russians. Less, indeed, 
r it is the Americans, not the Russians, who are further off home- 
se and therefore in greater need of restraint. 


{In what was called by Dr. Otto Dibelius, Protestant Bishop 
f Berlin, the greatest service ever held in Europe by the Evangelical 
hurch, 200,000 worshippers from West and East Germany prayed and 
ang together in the Olympic Stadium, July 15. 


{Numerous Ku Klux Klan crosses flared in the night across 
ur Southern states recently. Grand DragonSam Roper said they mark- 
d a stepped-up fight against Communism, But even the F.B.I. says 
re are practically no Communists in those particular states, So... — 
yho they gonna fight? Anyone who differs from the white supremacist 
ati-Semitic anti-Catholic anti-labor pattern of the Bourbon South. i 
31 S 


ye  % 
Pe : ca 


